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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1. 1 14. AppUcant*s submission filed on 6/10/2004 has been entered. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Since independent claim 4 positively recited that 
each bracket engages the slotted strips and each bracket having a first end that receives and 
supports the fi-ame (i.e., one end of the bracket supports the fi-ame and another end of the bracket 
engages the slotted strips), and since claim 7 depends fi^om claim 4, the limitation in claim 7 of 
the bracket having a first end that supports the fi'ame and a second end that is connected to a 
shde (i.e., one end of the bracket supports the fi'ame and another end of the bracket engages a 
sUde) do not have supported in the drawings. Therefore, since claim 7 depends fi*om claim 4, 
thus includes all the limitations of claim 4, the recitation in claim 7 of the bracket having another 
end engages both "the slotted strips" and "a slide" must be shown or the feature(s) canceled fi-om 
the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Regarding claim 14, since independent claim 13 positively recited that each bracket 
having a first end that receives and supports the suspending means and a second end that engages 
the mounting means (i.e., one end of the bracket supports the fi-ame and another end of the 
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bracket engages the slotted strips), and since claim 14 depends from claim 13, the limitation in 
claim 14 of the bracket supports the suspending means and attached to a slide (i.e., one end of 
the bracket supports the frame and another end of the bracket engages a slide) do not have 
supported in the drawings. Therefore, since claim 14 depends from claim 13, thus includes all 
the limitations of claim 13, the recitation in claim 14 of the bracket having a second end engages 
both "mounting means" and "a slide" must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the 
claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1. 121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement 
Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the 
drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the appUcant will be notified 
and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Specification 

3. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1, 75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Since independent 
claim 4 positively recited that each bracket engages the slotted strips and each bracket having a 
first end that receives and supports the fi-ame (i,e., one end of the bracket supports the fi-ame and 
another end of the bracket engages the slotted strips), and claim 7 depends from claim 4, the 
limitations in claim 7 of the bracket having a first end that supports the frame and a second end 
that is connected to a shde (i.e., one end of the bracket supports the frame and another end of the 
bracket engages a slide) do not have supported in the drawings. Therefore, since claim 7 
depends from claim 4, thus includes all the limitations of claim 4, the specification fails to 
provide proper antecedent basis for the claimed subject matter in claim 7 of the bracket having 
another end engages both "the slotted strips" and "a sUde". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 2, 4-9, 11, 13-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claim 4, the preamble in claim 4 clearly indicates that a 
subcombination is being claimed, e.g., "An apparatus for supporting an item in a refrigerator 
cabinet, comprising. . This language would lead the examiner to believe that the applicant 
intends to claim only the subcombination of an apparatus, the item and the refrigerator cabinet 
being only functionally recited. However, the refrigerator cabinet is positively recited within the 
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body of the claim, such as, "a plurality of slotted strips vertically mounted to the cabinet." There 
is an inconsistency within the body of the claim. The preamble indicates subcombination, while 
in the body of the claim there is a positive recital of structure indicating the combination of an 
apparatus and a refrigerator cabinet is being claimed. The examiner cannot be sure if appUcant's 
intent is to claim merely the apparatus or the apparatus in combination with a refrigerator 
cabinet. Apphcant is required to clarify what the claim is intended to be drawn to, and the 
language of the claim be amended to be consistent with the intent. For the purpose of this 
examination, the examiner is considering that the claim is drawn to the combination of the 
apparatus and a refrigerator cabinet. Claim 4, "channel" should be "channels". Claim 7, since 
claim 4 already recited the bracket having a first end that supports the frame, the recitation in 
claim 7 of the bracket having a first end that supports the frame renders the claim indefinite for 
failing to clearly define whether this first end is the same as the one in claim 4. Claim 13, 
"channel" should be "channels". Claim 24, since claim 13 already recited the supporting means 
conq)rising a bracket that supports the suspending means, the limitation in claim 14 of the 
supporting means comprises a bracket that supports the suspending means renders the claim 
indefinite. Claim 17, since claim 13 recited "a frame", the recitation of "a frame" in claim 17 
renders the claim indefinite for failing to clearly define whether this frame is the same as the one 
in claim 13. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 
6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubUc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 2, 4-5, 7-8, and 11, 13-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by USP 4,138,175 to Tattershall. 

In regard to claims 2, 4-5, 7-8, and 11, 13-17, Tattershall discloses an apparatus for 
supporting an item in a refrigerator cabinet comprising all the elements recited in the above listed 
claims including (1) a frame/means for suspending the item 60 having peripheral and generally 
parallel transverse rails, (2) a plurality of slotted strips 12,14 vertically mounted to the cabinet, 
(3) a plurality of brackets, each having a first end with a generally upwardly facing U-shaped 
channel (defined by the groove of member 44, such as shown in Fig 5) to receive and support the 
frame 60, and a second end to engage the slotted strips, (4) a sUde guide 50 mounted to the 
bracket and a sHde 62 moves along the slide guide; wherein the slide guide 50 is height 
adjustably mounted to the cabinet. In regard to claims 2 and 1 1, an invention is entitled to all the 
uses to which it can be employed, therefore blood bags can be hung from the frame of 
Tattershall. 

8. Claims 4, 6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by USP 
5,893,620 to Birgelis. 

Birgelis discloses an apparatus for supporting an item in a refrigerator cabinet conprising 
a frame having rails, such as shown in Fig 14, a plurality of slotted strips 91-92 vertically 
mounted to the cabinet, a plurality of brackets 94-94' engage the slotted strips and support the 
frame, wherein the brackets are rigidly attached to the frame, and are adjustably mounted to the 
slotted strips. 
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Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 6/10/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In response to appHcant's arguments on page 8 of the amendment that "Tattershall 
does not disclose a blood bag support structure for refrigerators", and "Tattershall discloses a 
freezer organizer structure and sUde mechanism only", the examiner takes the position that 
although Tattershall does not exphcitly state a blood bag support structure, the claimed language 
fails to provide adequate structural limitations in order to distinguish applicant's invention from 
the structure of Tattershall. 

10. In response to applicant's arguments on page 9 that "Tattershall does not disclose a frame 
having peripheral rails wherein the channel and rails are sized so that the channels support the 
rails at more than one point along the peripheral rails", the examiner again takes the position that 
the claimed language fails to exclusively define only the peripheral rails being supported by the 
channels at more than one point, and Tattershall clearly discloses a frame having peripheral rails 
wherein the channel and rails are sized so that the channels support the rails at more than one 
point along the peripheral rails. 

11. In response to appHcant's arguments on page 10 of the amendment that "Birgelis does not 
disclose a blood bag support structure for refrigerators", and "Birgelis discloses a shelf system 
for a refrigerator only", the examiner takes the position that although Birgelis does not explicitly 
state a blood bag support structure, the claimed language fails to provide adequate structural 
limitations in order to distinguish applicant's invention from the structure of Birgelis. 

12. In response to applicant's arguments on page 10 that "Birgelis does not disclose a frame 
having peripheral rails wherein the channel and rails are sized so that the channels support the 
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rails at more than one point along the peripheral rails or a generally upwardly facing U-shaped 
channel that receives and supports the frame", the examiner again takes the position that the 
claimed language fails to exclusively define only the peripheral rails being supported by the 
channels at more than one point, and Birgelis clearly discloses a frame having peripheral rails 
wherein the channel and rails are sized so that the channels support the rails at more than one 
point along the peripheral rails, and generally upwardly facing U-shaped channel that receives 
and supports the frame. 


Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. JP20000 14468 shows structures similar to various elements of applicant's disclosure. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hanh V. Tran whose telephone number is (703) 308-6302. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, and alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lanna Mai can be reached on (703) 308-2486. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubUc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


HVT 

September 7, 2004 



Art Unit 3637 


